
On the fourthofDecember (saysthe 'Tablet'), during a debatein the Reichstag, Prince Bismarck disingenuously insinuatedthatthe attemptonhis life was the issue of Ultramontaneideas. Nodoubt such insinuationsserve a purpose. Thehigher administra-tive positionswill be "weeded"of good Catholicofficers;Presi-dent JNordenflycht s dismissal being an example. The M»vstatutesarebeing furiously enforced against the minorecclesias-tacal authorities, arrestsand imprisonments takingplaceeverydayThe"Association of the ApostolateofPrayer" has excited freshwrathin the Government,for that Catholics shouldprayfor theirimprisoned pastors is an outrage onRationalist decency. Ofcourse, the "agitations,"as they are called, areattributedto theinfluence of the Jesuits;for though the Jesuits areexpelledfrom
Jtc S*v-? y' eyLavelef* their g°od teachingbehind them, Onthe fifthof thismonthPrince Bismarck repudiated all pacific in-tentions towards the Church, and gave as his pretext that theHeadof the Church"urged onhis clergy tobreak the laws." Hedidnot add that the only laws which were broken were thosewhich weremade against the Church.

TWO STATESMEN.
Edmund Bubke was at least as imposing a figure in the last
century as William Gladstone is in this. If there is somere-semhlanoe between themin fluency of speech,there is nonewhat-
e\er in the use theymake ofit. As orators theymay,perhaps,be
compared" as statesmentheyhaveas littleincommonasPitt andThicrs. Biu-ke would have called Gladstone as Capefigue calledThiers, "cc re?)meur sterile." Tha first professed no motive of
actionbutprinciple; the second prefers touse Burkes ownexpres-sion, "the heresy of icontingencies." It was the fate of bothto
discuss the same questions. Liberalism, which Burke calledJacobinism, andthe relations of Catholics to the civilpower, were
as ardently debatedin 1794 as in 1874. In their views of bothsubjectsno two men differedmore widely thanBurke andGlad-
stone. All that the latter has lately said was familiar totheformer, andscotitedby him, with the lofty scorn of agreat mind,
as ruinously false. Burke seems to have foreseen Gladstone

—
as

Bossuet predictedDean Stanley and Ms school— andrefutedhim
by anticipation.

Bvirke was aProtestant, as Mr. Gladstoneis, buthe wasalsoaphilosopherandastatesman, whichMr. Gladstonewillneverbe.
To the endof hislife he will be humbly contentto leadafaction,
andcanvasfor votes. His latest manoeuvre,of whichBurkewasas incapableas of petty larceny, will not evenattain thepoor re-compense to which he aspires. The Anglican 'Church Herald'
only echoes the generalsentiment when it saysthat "hehas losttheconfidenceof the peopleof England, andnonewly-hatched de-votiontoOrangeisni or Bismarckism will change their opinions."
Burkediscussed the civil allegiance of Catholicsas Mr.Gladstonehas done, but witha deeper insight and a nobler purpose. Thesenseless anti-Catholicmania was in his day fiercer andmore uni-versalthanivours,butBurke, to whom the applause of fanaticsand anignoble partysuccess were not the highest aimsofhumanambition, rebukeditwith the disdain of a philosopherand the in-
dignationof apatriot. LikePitt,who"spurnedthe biggotedfury
ofProtestants," asLord Stanhoperelates,Burke only ridiculedthefretful impotence of persecutors, and reminded them of a truthwhichBismarckandGladstonewill de well to ponder, that "hewho fears Godfears nothing else." (Letter to a member of theNational Assembly). The maxims of both the Prussian and theEnglish expostulator as to the supremacy of the Stateand the
allegianceof Catholice were,inBurkes judgment, equally opposed"

toany soundprinciplesof legislation, orany authoriseddefinitionof law." "The Popery laws ingeneral," he declaredtobe, "oneof the leadingcauses of the imbecility of the country." (Works,vol. ix.p. 325). Our readersmay be glad tobe remindedinwhatterms the greatProtestant oratorof the last conturyhandledboththe religious andthepolitical qtiestions which,absorbpiiblic atten-
tioninour own day. Some of them will, perhaps, learn with
surprisethathe reviewsallMr.Gladstone's allegations,andreiectsthem all.

And firstas to the pagandoctrineofBismarckandhis English
echo on the authority of the State in spiritual matters,and theright of coercing Catholics to obey it, even when in directantagonismto the law of Godand the admonitions of His Church.The verypretence,on the part of a State whichhadchanged its
own religion, seemed to Burke an intolerable absurdity. "Ifpeople once take areligionon the wordof the State," as they didboth in Prussia and England, " they cannot incommonsense do
soasecond time. You confess" (by the so-called Eeformation)"

that youhavebeenwrong. Why shouldIprefer youropinionofto-day to your persuasion of yesterday?" If the State has anyright todictateinsuchmatters,Burke saw veryclearly that therewas anendbothof mental freedom and humanconscience. Per-hapshehadread,as wehave, of a certain Germanprincipality inwhich the whole population were forced to change theirreligionsix timesin fourteen years,with this unpleasant result, that aftertheirreligious ideas had been passed so often throughan ecclesi-astical sieve, theyhadbeensifted to such impalpabledust that ithasbeenimpossible ever since to find in that principality anyreligious ideas whatever. "Veneration of Antiquity," continuesBurke, is congenial to the human mind. When anancient Estab-
lishmentbegins topersecute aninnovation,ithas alltheprejudicesandpresumptions onitsside. . . . Commanding to constancyit does nothingbut that of whichit sets an example itself. Butan opinionat oncenew andpersecuting is a monster; because, inthe very instantinwhich it takes a liberty of change,itdoes notleave you (Catholics) even a liberty of perseverance." (Tracts
Relative to the Laws AgainstPopery).

Anold persecutedPuritandescribed the Anglican sect as"theChurch that is plantedin the blood of her mother." Burkeknewwithwhatfiendishbarbarity the new Anglican ChurchpersecutedbothEnglish andIrish Catholics, as long as theState suffereditto doso,andwasnotignorant that,as Mr.Froude observes, "bothHouses of Convocation urged Elizabeth to put Mary to death,
being anidolator." He wouldhaveasked withMr. Lecky, "whatshall we say of a Church that was but a thing of yesterday, aChurch that was by profession the creatureof private judgment," . . which, nevertheless, suppressedby force aworship thatmultitudes■deemed necessary to their salvation, and by all herorgans, and withallherenergies,persecutedthose whoclung to thereligionof their fathers ?" We have seen thatBurke consideredsuch aChurch

"
amonster;" buthe thought, having noprovisionofBismarcks tocome, that such proceedings were closed for ever."

Itis proper torecollect," he said,"that this religion, whichif soipersecuteditits members, is the oldreligionof the country, andtheone established religion of theState, the very same whichhad forcenturiesreceived the countenance and sanctionof the laws,andfrom whichit wouldhave been highly penal to havedissented."Hewasevensosanguine as to add, though he knew nothing ofthecruelspiritofLiberalism, that "theideaof religious persecu-

Some students fixedupaghost and placed it on thestaircaseof aTroy newspaper office the other night, and thenretiredandwaitefdevelopments. One of the editors camealong,anddidn'tget frightened. Hedisrobbed it, and now wears afifteendollarpair ofpantaloons,aten dollar vest, a seven dollarpairofboots,andaneight dolla-ihat,while oneof thestudentsgoes about with-outavest,andanotherroams through the less frequentedstreet*wearingaveryancient pairof inexpressibles,
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??nJ circumstances, has been almost universally ex-plodedby all goodand thinkingmen/ Peoplesaid,indeed,inhiaday,as Mr. Gladstonesays'in ours, that the Catholicreligion byits recognitionfcof the supreme authorityofthe KonianPontiff, 'wasmveteratelyhostileto
"

modernsociety/ Itispleasanttoseehow.Burke deals with this argument of Mr. Gladstone. "This oldsuperstition he says, "stating the objectionwith whichwearenow sofamiliar, " issuchinitsprinciplesthatsociety,inits generalprinciples, cannot subsist along with it." And how did Burkejudge this argument? "Could a man think such an obiectionpossible,"he replies, "if he hadnot actuallyhearditmade? Anobjectioncontradicted,not by hypothetical reasonings,butby theclear evidenceof the most decisive facts, Society not only exists!but flourishesatthishour, withthissuperstition,inmany countriesunder every form of Government. And was therenocivil society
inall these kingdoms before the Reformation? Itcertainly didthen exist;audit certainly then was at least as much tothe ad-vantageof agreatpartof societyas that voehavebrought in theplace

«nS. ĉ.had not foi%gotten,as Mr. Gladstone seems todo, thatCatholicism,"by the confessionofHallamand Lecky,"laidtheveryfoundations ofmodern civilisation." To him, in spite of hisProtestant prejudices, the Syllabus would have been little morethanaseries of Christiantruisms. Itwasdirectedagainst impiousand subversive maxims which Burke spent his lifeincombating,andespeciallyagainst thatagreeabledelusionof"modernthough?'whichCarlyle ridicules when he says:"Intellect did not awakentor the first timeyesterday,buthas beentinder weigh fromNoah'sflooddownwards:greatlyher best progress,moreover, was in theold times, whenshe saidnothingabout it." Burkeunderstoodthatnot only civilisation,learning,and liberty owed theirverybeing totheCatholicreligion,and found theirmost indomitable championm theHolySee, but that loyalty also— of whichLiberals do notcomprehendeventhe motive, andwhich they openlydo their besttodiscourage inother lands— wasas truly theproductof thatreli-gion as faith and virtue. "TheseCatholics," saidBurke,at thevery moment when they were trampled umder foot by Englishlaws, "show every mark of loyalty and zeal in support of theGovernment. He was struck by this because,ashe generouslyobserved,"weought torecollect thepoisonwhich,under thenameoi antidotes against Popery,and such likemountebank titles, hasbeencirculated from our pulpits and fromour presses, fromtheheads of the Church of Englandand the headsof the Dissenters,"buch "
inflammatory libels," ashehad the courage to call them,andamongwhich Mr. Gladstone'snewexpostulation finds its ap-propriateplace,only madeBurke say:

"
TheKing oughtcertainlynottogiveupanypartof his subjects to theprejudices of another.bolarirom it,Iamclearly of opinion that the Catholics ought tohave been taken underthe protectionof Government." He sawthat the only effect of such legalandpolemicalruffianism was "todrive all religion from our minds,and to fill them with nothingbutaviolenthatredof the religionof other people." This greatstatesman saw further, as all men seeby whatis now doing inGermany and Switzerland, that to attempt to gag the Catholicreligion,no matterunder what pretence,is to stifle Christianity.

i
"
Itis agreattruth," he said, "andwhich inoneof thedebatesIstatedas strongly asIcouldto theHouse of Commons in the last

!Session, thatiithe Catholic religion is destroyed by the infidels it
isa most contemptibleandabsurdidea that this,'or anyProtestantChurch, cansurvive that event." (Letter to William Smith, Esq.)And whereasMr. Gladstone conspired withablasphemous rabble
i.
ptL down the throneof the TwoSicilies,andgraspedthe hand,whichMr.Disraeliscorned to do,of thebuccanierGaribaldi,Burkeofferedhis felicitationstothe Sovereignof Russia,because "yoursagacity hasmade youperceive that,in thecaseof the Sovereignof France, the causeof all Sovereignsis tried:that inthe caseofits Church, the cause of allChurches." (Letter to theEmpress ofRussiaJ Such is thedifferencebetweena statesman,solicitousforthe profit of society, andamere politician scheming only for hisown.
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